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The First Conference of Stakhanovites of Industry 
and Transport of the Soviet Union opened on Novem- 
ber 14, 1935, in the Kremlin in Moscow. It was at- 
tended by three choinsand shockworke^s — men and 
women ^ — Stakhanovites workuag in every branch of 
heavy industry, light industry, the timber industry and 
on the railways. The Conference was marked by the 
greatest enthusiasm. At its close, on November 17, 
Stalinj who was accorded a stormy and prolonged ova- 
tioii by the working men and ^vomen attending the Con- 
ference, delivered rhe historic speech published in this 
paniphlet. 
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Significance of the Stakhunov Movement 

Co much has been said here at this Conference about the 

Stakhanovites, and said so well^ that there is in fact very 
little left for me to say. But since I have been summoned to 
the platform, I will have to say a few words. 

The Stakhanov movement cannot be regarded as an or- 
dinary movement of working men and women. The 
Stakhanov movement is a movement of working men and 
women which will go down in the history of our socialist 
construction as one of its most glorious pages. 

Wherein lies the significance of the Stakhanov movement? 

Primarily, in the fact that it is the expression of a new 
wave of socialist competitionj a new and higher stage of 
socialist competition. Why new, and why higher? Because 
the Stakhanov movement, as an expression of sociaUst com- 
petition, contrasts favorably with the old stage of socialist 
competition. In the past, about three years ago, in the period 
of the iirst stage of socialist competition^ socialist competition 
was not necessarily connected with new technique. At that 
time, in fact, we had hardly any new technique. The present 
stage of socialist competition, the Stakhanov movement, on 
the other hand, is necessarily connected with new technique. 
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The Stakhanov movement would be inconceivable without a 
new and higher technique. We have before us peoplcr like 
Comrades Stakhanov, Busygin, Smetanin, Krivonoss, Pronin, 
the Vinogfadovas and many others — new people, working 
men and women, who have completely mastered the technique 
of their jobs, have harnessed it and driven ahead. There 
were no such people, or hardly any such people, three years 
ago. These are new people, people of a special type. 

Further, the Stakhanov movement is a movement of work- 
ing men and women, which makes it its aim to surpass the 
present standards of output, to surpass the existing designed 
capacities, to surpass the existing production plans and esti- 
mates. To surpass them — because these standards have al- 
ready become antiquated for our day, for our new people. 
This movement is breaking down the old views on technique, 
it is shattering the old standards of output, the old designed 
capacities and the old production plans, and is demanding 
the creation of new and higher standards of output, designed 
capacities and production plans. It is destined to produce a 
revolution in our industry. That is why the Stakhanov 
movement is at bottom profoundly revolutionary. 

It has already been said here that the Stakhanov move- 
mentj as an expression of new and higher standards of out- 
put, is a model of that high productivity of labor which 
socialism alone can give and which capitalism cannot give. 
That is absolutely true. Why was it that capitalism smashed 
and defeated feudalism? Because it created higher standards 
of productivity of labor, it enabled society to procure an in- 
comparably greater quantity of products than was the case 
under the feudal system. Because it made society richer. 
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Why is it that socialism can, should and certainly will defeat 
the capitalist system of economy? Because it can furnish 
higher models of labor, a higher productivity of labor than 
the capitalist system of economy. Because it can give society 
more products and can make society richer than the capitalist 
system of economy can. 

Some think that socialism can be consolidated by a certain 
material equalization of people based on a poor man's standard 
of living. That is not true. That is a petty-bourgeois idea 
of socialism. In reality, sociaHsm can succeed only on the 
basis of a high productivity of labor, higher than under capi- 
talism, on the basis of an abundance of products and of 
articles of consumption of all kinds, on the basis of a prosper- 
ous and cultured life for all members of society. But in order 
that socialism may achieve this aim and make our Soviet 
society the most prosperous, the country must have a produc- 
tivity of labor which surpasses the productivity of labor of 
the foremost capitalist countries. Without this there can 
be no question of an abundance of products and of articles 
of consumption of all kinds. The significance of the Stak- 
hanov movement lies in the fact that it is a movement which 
is smashing the old standards of output because they are 
inadequate, which in a number of cases is surpassing the 
productivity of labor of the foremost capitalist countries, and 
is thus creating the practical possibihty of further consolidat- 
ing socialism in our country, the possibility of converting our 
country into the most prosperous of all countries. 

But this does not exhaust the significance of the Stakhanov 
movement. Its significance also consists In the fact that it is 
preparing the conditions for the transition from socialism 
to communism. 



The principle o£ socialism is that in a socialist society 
each works according to his ability and receives articles of con- 
sumption, not according to his needs, but according to the 
work he performs for society. This means that the cultural 
and technical level of the working class is still not a high 
one, that the distinction between mental and manual labor 
persists^ that the productivity of labor is still not high enough 
to ensure an abundance of articles of consumption, and, as a 
result, society is obliged to distribute articles of consumption, 
not in accordance with the needs of the members of society, 
but in accordance with the work they, perform for society. 

Communism represents a higher stage of development. 
The principle of communism is that in a communist society 
each works according to his abiUties and receives articles of 
consumptionj not according to the work he performs, but 
according to his needs as a culturally developed individual. 
This means that the cultural and technical level of the work- 
ing class has become high enough to undermine the basis of 
the distinction between mental labor and manual labor; that 
the distinction between mental labor and manual labor has 
already disappeared, while productivity of labor has reached 
such a high level that it is able to ensure an absolute abun- 
dance of articles of consumption, and as a result society is able 
to distribute these articles according to the needs of its 
members. 

Some think that the elimination of the distinction between 
mental labor and manual labor can be achieved by a certain 
cultural and technical equalization of mental and manual 
workers by lowering the cultural and technical level of engi- 
neers and technicians, of mental workers to the level of aver- 



age skilled workers. That is absolutely untrue. Only 
petty-bourgeois chatter-boxes^ can conceive communism in this 
way. In reality, the eUmination of the distinction between 
mental labor and manual labor can be achieved only by 
raising the cultural and technical level of the working class 
to the level of engineers and technical workers. It would 
be absurd to think that this is unfeasible. It is entirely feasi- 
ble under the Soviet system, where the productive forces of 
the country are freed from the fetters of capitalism, where 
labor is freed from the yoke of exploitation, where the work- 
ing class is in power, and where the younger generation of 
the working class has every opportunity of obtaining an ade- 
quate technical education. There is no reason to doubt that 
only such a rise in the cultural and technical level of the 
working class can undermine the basis of the distinction be- 
tween mental labor and manual labor^ that it alone can ensure 
the high level of productivity of labor and the abundance of 
articles of consumption which are necessary in order to begin 
the transition from socialism to communism. 

In this connection, the Stakhanov movement is significant 
for the fact that it contains the first beginnings, still feeble, 
it is true, but neverthelesSj the beginnings of precisely such a 
rise in the cultural and technical level of the working class 
of our country* 

And, indeedj look at our comrades, the Stakhanovites, 
more closely. What type of people are they? They are 
mostly young or middle-aged working men and women, 
people with culture and technical knowledge, who show ex- 
amples of precision and accuracy in work, who are able to 
appreciate the time factor in work and who have learned to 



count not only the minutes, but also the seconds. The 
majority of chem have passed what is known as the technical 
minimum examination and are continuing their technical edu- 
cation. They are free of the conservatism and stagnation of 
certain engineers, technicians and business executives; they 
are marching boldly forward, smashing the antiquated stand- 
ards of output and creating new and higher standards; they 
are introducing amendments into the designed capacities and 
economic plans drawn up by the leaders of our industry; they 
at times supplement and correct what the engineers and tech- 
nicians have to say, they often teach the latter and impel them 
forward; for they are people who have completely mastered 
the technique of their job and who ate able to squeeze out of 
technique the maximum that can be squeezed out of it. Today 
the Stakhanovites are still few in number, but who can doubt 
that tomorrow there will be ten times more of them? Is it 
not clear that the Stakhanovites are innovators in our indus- 
try, that the Stakhanov movement represents the future of 
our industry, that it contains the seed of the future rise in the 
cultural and technical level of the working class, that it opens 
to us the path by which alone can be achieved those high 
indices of productivity of labor which are essential for the 
transition from socialism to communism and for the elimina- 
tion of the distinction between mental labor and manual labor? 

Such, comrades, is the significance of the Stakhanov move- 
ment for our socialist construction. 

Did Stakhanov and Busygin think of this great signifi- 
cance of the Stakhanov movement when they began to smash 
the old standards of output? Of course not. They had their 
own worries — they strove to get their enterprises out of diffi- 



culties and to over-fulfill the economic plan. But in seeking 
to achieve this aim they had to smash the old standards of 
output and develop a high productivity of labor, surpassing 
that of the foremost capitalist countries. It would, however, 
be ridiculous to think that this circumstance can in any way 
detract from the great historical significance of the move- 
ment of the Stakhanovites. 

The same may be said of those workers who in our coun^ 
try first organized the Soviets of Workers' Deputies in 1905. 
They, of course, never thought that the Soviets of Workers^ 
Deputies would become the foundation of the socialist system. 
They were only defending themselves against tsarism, against 
the bourgeoisie, when they created the Soviets of Workers' 
Deputies. But this circumstance in no way contradicts the 
unquestionable fact that the movement for the Soviets of 
Workers' Deputies begun in 1905 by the workers of Lenin- 
grad and Moscow in the end led to the rout of capitalism 
and the victory of socialism on one-sixth of the globe. 

The Roots of the Stakhanov Movement 

We are now gathered at the cradle of the Stakhanov 
movement, at its source. Certain characteristic features of 
the Stakhanov movement should be noted. 

What first of all strikes the eye is the fact that this move- 
ment began somehow of itself, almost spontaneously, from 
below, without any pressure whatsoever from the adminis- 
trators of our enterprises. Even more, this movement in a 
way arose and began to develop in spite of the administrators 
of our enterprises^ even in opposition to them. Comrade 
Molotov has already told you what torments Comrade 



Musslnskyj the Archangel saw-mill worker, had to suffer when 
he worked out new and higher standards of output in secret 
from the administration, In secret from the supervisors. 

The lot of Stakhanov himself was no better, for in his 
progress he had to defend himself not only against certain 
administrative officials but also against certain workers, who 
jeered and hounded him because of his "new-fangled ideas". 
As to Busygin, we know that he almost paid for his "new- 
fangled ideas" by losing his job at the factory^ and it was only 
the intervention of the shop superintendent, Comrade Soko- 
linsky, that helped him to remain at the factory. 

So you see, if there was any kind of action at all on the 
part of the administrators of our enterprises, it was not to 
help the Stakhanov movement but to hinder it. The Stak- 
hanov movement, therefore, arose and developed as a move- 
ment coming from below. And just because it arose of itself, 
Just because it comes from below, it is the most vital and 
irresistible movement of the present day. 

Mention should further be made of another characteristic 
feature of the Stakhanov movement. This characteristic fea- 
ture is that the Stakhanov movement spread over the whole 
face of our Soviet Union not gradually, but at an unparalleled 
speed, hke a hurricane. How did it begin? Stakhanov raised 
the standard of output of coal iive or six times, if not more. 
Busygin and Smetanin did the same — one in the sphere of 
machinery construction and the other in the shoe industry. 
The newspapers reported these facts. And suddenly, the 
flames of the Stakhanov movement enveloped the whole coun- 
try. What was the reason? How is it that the Stakhanov 
movement spread so rapidly? Was it perhaps because Stak- 
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hanov and Busygin were great organizers, with big contacts 
in the regions and districts of the U,S.S,R., and because they 
themselves organized this movement? No, of course not! 
Was it perhaps because Stakhanov and Busygin have ambi- 
tions to become great figures in our country and they them- 
selves carried the sparks of the Stakhanov movement all over 
the country? That is also not true. You have seen Stak- 
hanov and Busygin here. They spoke at this Conference. 
They are simple and modest people without the slightest 
ambition to acquire the laurels of national figures. It even 
seems to me that they are somewhat embarrassed by the 
scope the movement has acquired, beyond all their expecta- 
tions. And ifj in spite of this, the match thrown by Stak- 
hanov and Busygin was sufficient to start a conflagration, it 
means that the Stakhanov movement is absolutely ripe. Only 
a movement that is absolutely ripe, and merely awaits a jolt 
for it to burst free> can spread with such rapidity and grow 
like a snowball. 

Why is it that the Stakhanov movement proved to be 
absolutely ripe? What are the causes for its rapid spread? 
What are the roots of the Stakhanov movement? There are 
at least four such causes. 

L The basis of the Stakhanov movement was first and 
foremost the radical improvement in the material welfare of 
the workers. Life has improved, comrades. Life has become 
more joyous. And when life is joyous^ work goes well. Hence 
the high rates of output. Hence the heroes and heroines of 
labor. That, primarily, is the root of the Stakhanov move- 
ment. Had there been a crisis in our country, had there been 
unemployment — the scourge of the working class — if people 
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in our country had lived badly, drably, joylessly, we should 
have had no Stakhanov movement. Our proletarian revolu- 
tion is the only revolution in the world which had the oppor- 
tunity of showing the people not only its political results but 
also material results. Of all workers* revolutions we know 
only one which achieved some measure of power. That was 
the Paris Commune, But it did not last long. Ttue^ it 
endeavored to smash the fetters of capitalism, but it did not 
have time enough to smash them, and still less time to show 
the people the beneficial material results of revolution. Our 
revolution is the only one which not only smashed the fetters 
of capitalism and brought people freedom, but also succeeded 
in creating for the people the material conditions for a pros- 
perous life. Therein lies the strength and invincibihty of 
our revolution. It is a good thing, of course, to drive out 
the capitalists, to drive out the landlords, to drive out the 
tsarist henchmen, to seize power and achieve freedom. That 
is very good. But, unfortunately^ freedom alone is fat from 
enough. If there is a shortage of bread, a shortage of butter 
and fats, a shortage of textiles, and if housing conditions are 
badj freedom will not carry you very far. It is very difficult, 
comrades, to live on freedom alone. In order to live well 
and joyously, the benefits of political freedom must be sup- 
plemented by material benefits. The distinctive feature of 
our revolution is that it brought the people not only freedom, 
but also material benefits and the possibility of a prosperous 
and cultured life. That is why life has become joyous in 
our country, and that is the soil from which the Stakhanov 
movement sprang. 

2. The second source of the Stakhanov movement is the 
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fact that there is no exploitation in our country. People in 
our country do not work for exploiters, for the enrichment of 
parasites, but for themselves, for their own class, for their 
own, Soviet society, where government is wielded by the best 
members of the working class. That is why labor in our 
country has social significance and is a matter of honor and 
glory. Under capitalism labor bears a private and personal 
character. You have produced more — well, then, receive 
more, and live as best you can. Nobody knows you, or wants 
to know you. You work for the capitalists, you enrich them. 
Well, what do you expect? That is why they hired you, so 
that you should enrich the exploiters. You do not agree with 
that? Well, join the- ranks of the unemployed and exist as 
best you can. We shall find others, more tractable. That is 
why people's labor is not valued very highly under capitalism, 
Under such conditions, of course, there can be no room for a 
Stakhanov movement. But the case is different under the 
Soviet system. Here the man who labors is held in esteem. 
Here he works not for the exploiters, but for himself, for 
his class, for society. Here the man who labors cannot feel 
neglected and solitary. On the contrary, the man who labors 
feels himself a free citizen of his country, in a way a public 
figure. And if he works well and gives society all he can- 
he is a hero of labor and is covered with glory. Obviously 
the Stakhanov movement could have arisen only under such 
conditions. 

3. The fact that we have a new technique must be re- 
garded as the third source of the Stakhanov movement. The 
Stakhanov movement is organically bound up with the new 
technique. Without the new technique, without the new mills 
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and factories, without the new machinery, the Stakhanov 
movement could not have arisen. Without new technique, 
standards of output might have been doubled or trebled, but 
not more. And if the Stakhanovites raised the standards of 
output five and six times, it means that they rely entirely on 
the new technique. It thus follows that the industrialization 
of our country^ the reconstruction of our mills and factories, 
the new technique and the new machinery, was one of the 
causes that gave rise to the Stakhanov movement. 

4. But new technique alone will not carry you very far. 
You may have first-class technique, first-class mills and fac- 
tories, but if you have not the people capable of harnessing 
that technique, you will find that your technique is just bare 
technique. In order that new technique may produce results, 
people are required in addition, cadres of working men and 
women capable of taking charge of the technique and advanc- 
ing it. The birth and growth of the Stakhanov movement 
mean that such cadres have already arisen among the work- 
ing men and women of our country. About two years ago 
the Party said that having built the new mills and factories 
and supplied our enterprises with new machinery, we had 
performed only half the job. The Party then said| that 
enthusiasm for the construction of new factories must be 
supplemented by enthusiasm for mastering these factories, that 
only in this way could the job be completed* Apparently^ the 
mastering of this new technique and the growth of new 
cadres have been proceeding during these two years. It is now 
clear that we already have such cadres. It is obvious that 
without such cadres, without these new people, we would 
never have had a Stakhanov movement. Hence the new 
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people, working men and women who have mastered the new 
technique, constituted the force that shaped and advanced the 
Stakhanov movement. 

Such are the conditions that gave rise to and advanced 
the Stakhanov movement. 

"Nenf People — I^etv Standards of Output 

I have said that the Stakhanov movement developed not 
gradually, but like an explosion which shattered some sort 
of a dam. Apparently, it has to overcome certain barriers. 
Somebody was hindering it, somebody was holding it back. 
And then, having gathered strength, the Stakhanov move- 
ment broke through these barriers and swept over the country. 

What was wrong? Who exactly was hindering it? 

It was the old standards of output, and the people behind 
these standards that were hindering it. Several years ago our 
engineers, technical workers and business managers drew up 
certain standards of output adapted to the technical back- 
wardness of our working men and women. Since then several 
years have elapsed. During this period people grew up and 
acquired technical knowledge. But the standards of output 
remained unchanged. Of course, these standards now proved 
out of date for our new people. Everybody is now denouncing 
the existing standards of output. But, after all, they did not 
fall from t\\^ skies. And the point is not that these standards 
of output were set too low at the time they were drawn up. 
The point primarily is that now, when these standards have 
already become antiquated, attempts are being made to de- 
fend them as inodern standards. People are clinging to the 
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merits of people like Stakhanov, Busygin, the Vinogradovas 
and the others* That is also not true. Such standards would 
be unreal at the present timCj since working men and women 
with less technical knowledge than Stakhanov and Busygin, 
could not fulfill these standards. We need standards of out- 
put that are somewhere midway between the present standards 
of output and the standards achieved by people like Stakhanov 
and Busygin. Take, for example, Maria Demchenko, the 
"five-hundreder" in sugar beets, whom everybody knows. She 
achieved a harvest of over 500 centners*'^ of sugar beets per 
hectare,^^' Can this achievement be made the standard of 
harvest yield for the whole sugar beet production, say, of the 
Ukraine? No, it cannot. 

It is too early to speak of that. Maria Demchenko secured 
over 500 centners from one hectare, whereas the average 
harvest this year for sugar beets in the Ukraine, for instance, 
is 130 or 132 centners per hectare. The difference, as you 
see, is not a small one. Can we set the standard of sugar 
beet yield at 400 or 300 centners? Every expert in this field 
says that this cannot be done yet. Evidently^ the standard 
yield per hectare for the Ukraine in 1936 must be set at 
200 or 250 centners. And this is not a low standard, for if 
it were fulfilled it might give us twice as much sugar as in 
1935. The same must be said of industry. Stakhanov ex- 
ceeded the existing standard of output ten times or even more, 
I think. To declare this achievement the new standard of 
output for all those working on pneumatic picks would be 



* A centner equals 110.23 lbs. — Ed. 
** A hectare equals 2,471 acres. — Ed. 
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unwise. Obviouslyj a standard must be set which is some- 
where midway between the existing standard of output and 
the standard achieved by Comrade Stakhanov. 

One thing, at any rate, is clear; the present standards 
of output no longer correspond to reality, they have fallen 
behind and become a brake on our industry; and in order 
that there shall be no brake en our industry, they must be 
replaced by new and higher standards of output. New 
-people^ new times — new standards of output, 

Im^mediate Tasks 

What are our immediate tasks from the standpoint of the 
interests of the Stakhanov movement? 

In order not to be diffuse, let us reduce the matter to 
two immediate tasks. 

First. The task is to help the Stakhanovites to further 
develop the Stakhanov movement and to spread it in all 
directions throughout all regions and districts of the U.S.S.R. 
That, on the one hand. And on the other hand, it is to 
bridle all those elements among the business managers, engi- 
neers and technical workers who obstinately cling to what is 
antiquated, do not want to advance, and systematically hinder 
the development of the Stakhanov movement. 

The Stakhanovites alone, of course, cannot spread the 
Stakhanov movement in its full scope over the whole face of 
our country. Our Party organizations must take a hand in 
this matter and help the Stakhanovites to complete the move- 
ment. In this respect, the Donetz regional organization has 
undoubtedly displayed great initiative. Good work is being 
done in this direction by the Moscow and Leningrad regional* 
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organizations. But what about the other regions? They, 
apparently, ate still "getting started". For instance, we some- 
how hear nothing, or very little, from the Urals, although, 
as you know, the Urals is a vast industrial center. The same 
must be said of Western Siberia and the Kuzbas, where, to 
all appearances, they have not yet succeeded in "getting 
started". However, we need not doubt that our Party organ- 
izations will take a hand in this matter and help the Stakhan- 
ovites to overcome their difficulties. As to the other aspect 
of the matter, the bridling of the obstinate conservatives 
among the business managers, engineers and technical work- 
ers — here things will be a little more complicated. We shall 
have in the first place to persuade these conservative elements 
in industry, persuade them in a patient and comradely manner, 
of the progressive nature of the Stakhanov movement and 
of the necessity of readjustiing themselves to the Stakhanov 
way. And if persuasion does not help, more vigorous meas- 
ures will have to be adopted. Take, for instance, the People's 
Commissariat of Railways. In the central apparatus of that 
Commissariat there was until recencly a group of professors, 
engineers and other experts — among them Communists — who 
assured everybody that a commercial speed of 13 or 14 kilo- 
meters per hour was a limit that could not be exceeded without 
contradicting "the science of railway operation". This was 
a fairly authoritative group, who preached their views orally 
and in print, gave instructions to the various organs of the 
PeopIe*s Commissariat of Railways, and in general were the 
"dictators of opinion" in the traffic departments. We, who 
are not experts in this sphere, basing ourselves on the sugges- 
tion of a number of practical workers on the railways, on our 
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part assured these authoritative professors that 13 or 14 
kilometers could not be the limit, and that if matters were 
organized in a certain way this limit could be extended. In 
reply, this group, instead of paying heed to the voice of 
experience and practice and revising their attitude to the 
matter, launched into a fight against the progressive elements 
on the railways and still further Intensified the propaganda of 
their conservative views. Of course, we found it necessary to 
give these esteemed individuals a light tap on the jaw and 
very politely to remove them from the central apparatus oi 
the People's Commissariat of Railways, And what is the re- 
sult? We now have a commercial speed of 18 and 19 kilo- 
meters per hour. It seems to me, comrades, that at the worst 
we shall have to resort to this method in other branches of 
our national economy as well, that is, of course, if the stub- 
born conservatives do not cease interfering and putting spokes 
in the wheel of the Stakhanov movement. 

Second. The task is, in the case of those business man* 
agers, engineers and technicians who do not want to hinder 
the Stakhanov movement, who sympathize with this move- 
ment, but have not yet been able to readjust themselves and 
assume the lead in the Stakhanov movement, to help them 
readjust themselves and take the lead in the Stakhanov move- 
ment. I must say, comrades, that we have quite a few such 
busbess leaders, engineers and technicians. And if we help 
these comrades, there will undoubtedly be still more of them^ 

I think that if we fulfill these tasks, the Stakhanov move- 
ment will develop to its full scope, will embrace every region 
and district of our country and will show us miracles of new 
achievement. 
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A Final Word 

A few wotds regarding the present Conference, regarding 
its significance. Lenin taught us that only such leaders can 
be real Bolshevik leaders who know not only how to teach 
the workers and peasants but also how to learn frotn them. 
Certain Bolsheviks were not pleased with these words of 
Lenin. But history has shown that Lenin was 100 per cent 
right in this field also. And, indeed^ millions of toilerSf 
workers and peasants, labor, live and struggle. Who can 
doubt that these people do not live in vain, that, living and 
strugglingj these people accumulate tremendous practical ex- 
perience? Can it be doubted that leaders who scorn this 
expetience cannot be regarded as real leaders? Hence we 
leaders of the Party and the government must not only teach 
the workers but also learn from them. That you, the members 
of the present Conference, have learned something here at 
this Conference from the leaders of our government, I shall 
not undertake to deny. But it also cannot be denied that we, 
the leaders of the government, have learned a great deal from 
you, the Stakhanovltes, the members of this Conference. 
Well, comrades* thanks for the lesson, many thanks! 

Finally, two words about how it would be fitting to mark 
this Conference. We in the presidium have conferred and 
decided that chis Conference of the leaders of the government 
and the leaders of the Stakhanov movement must be marked 
in some way. Well, we have come to the decision that 100 
or 120 of you be recommended for the highest distinction. 

Voices: Quite right. 

Stalin: If you approve, comrades, that is what we shall do. 
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